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OFFICE OF PETITIONS 



DECISION REFUSING STATUS 
UNDER 37 C.F.R. §1.47 (a) 



This is in response to the petition, as refiled March 27 200? 
(original filed December 20, 2001), under 37 CFR 1 47 (a) ThL 
g?nsid2?a?i?nf eCently forwarded to the Office^? ktitions fS" 



The petition is DISMISSED . 



thiS HZ.???in C f nt ls ^ lven ™° MONTHS from the mailing date of 
this decision to reply, correcting the below-noted def icienri ^ 
Any reply should be entitled "Request for Reconsideration" Sf 
Petition Under 37 C.F.R. §1.47(3?," and should onl? add?ess the 
Sf^K Clen S ie ? not ? d below ' except that the reply may include an 
Sklln^ ^° laratl T e ?? cuted the non-signing iT^enfSr 
Failure to respond will result in abandonment of the annlieafinn 
Any extensions of time will be governed b? 37 ? F R §l P 13Mat 

The above-identified application was filed on December 20 ?nni 

Steven Wolf f^R^^ 60 ^ 01 by M joint inventors William Moulin'' 
uneven Wolff, Rod Schumacher, Marcy Hamilton St-rat-h HamiH-^n 

inv^n?^ C S ner; an a< ? ded pa< ? e to the aeSlar^ion^igSed^y" 011 and 
inventor Marcy Hamilton on behalf of non-signinq inventor Andrew 

ree; . Rule 47 applicants assert that status under §1 41(a) i 
S^?? r because inventor Bryant refuses to executt the ( ' 
d f c i?"tion. In support thereof, applicant submits a statement 
91 facts of joint inventor Marcy Hamilton statinq that non-sianPd 
SliqS r and y ? n caiY^ n?^ % Specification and^heDeclaratliof 
gn I d ■ cal , led n i™ on the phone and spoke to him and he 

£Jcember t 14 S1 ?001 h %nH C nf ra H On -H I Sp< ? ke 4 him on the^hoSS on 
he C ?Sceived' c^t^in^um^of ^Sney.^ Slgn thS Decla -tion unless 
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having been presented with the KoliSfion^ ° r de <;laration after 
claims and drawings)/ (2) an accitah?^ n^^ aper ^ (specification, 
compliance with 35 U S C §51 1? fffi Til ?£ declaration in 

and P (4) a statSmlntof ^he^as? known^ ddiess'Sf fSl^ ion * ee * 

adeqSaS q pi5S? e Sf ieksJl^ xhe^^^ ? 0t submitted 
show^s that the invJntS was SSsS£tSrSifh°fh£ actS ? ul ? rnit ted only 
the declaration. Before a refSIf? r?n a ?? e s g ecif Ration and 
must demonstrate that a bonn fS32 a f a " b f al j: eged ' applicants 

copy of the application pSerf fjolcif ifetSn m ? de t° P^ent a 

drawings, and oath or declaration? S tht t *° n ' ^^ding claims, 
A refusal by an inventor to Sin in « a ^ e « no 2" s ^ gnin 9 inventor, 
inventor has not been SesenteS w??h ° r d ? cla ration when the 

not itself suggest that the invpSSS ft application papers does 
application unless it is clea? thJ? thl ^fusing to > in the 
exactly what he or she is btina ?SLn h ? in Y entor understands 

accept Y the appliStiSS pipers ? 9 sS^MPEP 4 ofo3?H» t0 
making clear that a conv of =n £§4-i; ^uy. 03(d). Evidence 

sent to the last kSoSS P add?eSi of th^nK • Ca ^ ion • papers were 

papers and certified mail retSn reSIintJ fhoS?^ a E pllc 2 tion 

the record. return receipts, should be made part of 

If prior to the oral refusal on December id onm 

was not presented with all of thS SS5??Lif' inventor Bryant 

47 applicants must no2 present ?hos§ P pa^rs ?n P ^n then rule 
S^S n SioSl? Win9 ° f dLeCt -^ a! - P r e efusal In brc5n§^t e 'm2St 

Hd'SoJS^rKJS^' is th n e ot a ^c e ^t a a g gle° ^SlS^^i ?» cl f ""on 
thereby, indicate that only one of the av a ?Vihii • app l 1 ? ants ' 

requirements of lai (35 8 s C lll'la) .nH ill?" r° other 

ir'dec^raSSn^neir oSn^enaTf JT^SSgJ Wdf h 

inventor as required bv 37 era 1 64 ^ e non-signing joint 
SiSStuS Mo f h %^?^ble C ^i„i 6 |„veS?o?f 5i?n ajS !aration 

(Emphasis added) . 
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1. 



Provide adequate proof of presentation of an <-u~ 

consistent with the guidance set rorth in MPEP 409103(d) 1 ; 
2. f"Pply. fn oath or declaration properly executed hv an 

initialized/non-dated°?hLgL d if 
ISSralsag'aTfS^^ g r With Z C :>P C Ct to Lhl * -" - ".r should b e 



By mail: 
By FAX: 
By hand: 



Commissioner for Patents 
Box DAC 

Washington, D.C. 20231 

(703) 308-6916 
Attn: Office of Petitions 
ATTN: NANCY JOHNSON 

Office of Petitions 
2201 South Clark Place 
Crystal Plaza Four, Suite 3C23 
Arlington, VA 





Beverly M. Flaitegan 
Supervisory Petitions Examiner 
Office of Petitions 
Office of the Deputy Commissioner 
tor Patent Examination Policy 




Johnson 
mk Attorney 



Nan£y 

Office of Petitions 
Office of the Deputy Commissioner 
tor Patent Examination Policy 



8th ed. (Rev. Aug 1, 2001). 



